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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 
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3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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Application Papers 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-3, 7, 8, 15-17 are now in the case and finally rejected as follows. Claims 4-6, 9- 
14, 18-20 have been cancelled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 7-8, 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Holub (U. S. 
Pat. 1,550,700). 

Holub shows a clothes dryer comprising a cabinet 2, a mixing pipe 28 having an inlet (at 
41) disposed in the cabinet and one or more holes (on 52, see Fig. 2, also see page 5, line 21) 
configured to allow the air to directly flow into the mixing pipe from outside the clothes dryer 
same as claimed. The one or more holes are provided at a bottom portion 52 of the clothes dryer 
2 and in front of inlet of the mixing pipe 28 (see Fig. 2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

5. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Holub (U. S. Pat. 
1,550,700) in view of Schenck (U. S. Pat. 1,799,649). 
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The clothes dryer of Holub as above includes all that is recited in claim 16 except for the 
shape of the air holes. Schenck teaches a clothes dryer with long air holes 8a same as claimed. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to further modify the clothes dryer of Holub to include long air holes as 
taught by Schenck in order to improve the drying efficiency. 

6. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Holub (U. S. Pat. 
1,550,700) in view of Fig. 3 of applicant's admitted prior art. 

The clothes dryer of Holub includes all that is recited in claim 17 except for the mixing 
pipe is installed on a bottom of the clothes dryer. Fig. 3 of applicant's admitted prior art teaches a 
clothes dryer with a mixing pipe installed on a bottom of the clothes dryer same as claimed. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to install the mixing pipe of Holub on the bottom of the clothes dryer as 
taught by Fig. 3 of applicant's admitted prior art in order to provide a steady support to the 
mixing pipe. 

7. Claims 1-2, 7-8, 15 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fig. 3 of applicant's admitted prior art in view of Campbell (U. S. Pat. Re. 16,044) and Kee 
(U.S.Pat. 1,500,094). 

Fig. 3 of applicant's admitted prior art shows a clothes dryer same as claimed except for a 
plurality of air holes in a bottom of a base adjacent a front area of an inlet side of a mixing pipe. 
Campbell teaches a clothes dryer with a bottom 7 of a base having air hole or openings 8, 9 along 
the front and rear for allowing air to flow into the cabinet from outside the clothes dryer. Kee 
shows a clothes dryer with a bottom 23 of a base having a plurality of air holes 27. Therefore, it 
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would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to provide the bottom of the base of the clothes dryer of Fig. 3 of applicant's admitted prior 
art with a plurality of air holes as taught by Kee and to further locate the air holes at the front 
area of the cabinet as taught by Campbell in order to improve the combustion efficiency. 
8. Claims 3 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fig. 3 of 
applicant's admitted prior art in view of Campbell (U. S. Pat. Re. 16,044) and Kee (U. S. Pat. 
1,500,094) as applied to claims 1 and 7 above, and further in view of Schenck (U. S. Pat. 
1,799,649). 

The clothes dryer of Fig. 3 of applicant's admitted prior art as modified by Campbell and 
Kee as above includes all that is recited in claims 3 and 16 except for the shape of the air holes. 
Schenck teaches a clothes dryer with long air holes 8a same as claimed. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to further 
modify the clothes dryer of Fig. 3 of applicant's admitted prior art to include long air holes as 
taught by Schenck in order to improve the drying efficiency. 



Response to Arguments 
9, Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/28/2005 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive to overcome the rejection. First, broad claims fail to structurally define over the art. 
Please point out from the claims if any limitations not met by the prior art references. Second, 
the applicant argues that the Holub patent does not show "one or more holes configured to allow 
the air to directly flow into the mixing pipe from outside the clothes dryer, the one or more holes 
are provided at a bottom portion of the clothes dryer and in front of inlet". Examiner disagrees 
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because the patent to Holub clearly shows a mixing pipe 28 having an inlet (at 41) disposed in 
the cabinet and one or more holes (on 52, see Fig. 2, also see page 5, line 21) configured to allow 
the air to directly flow into the mixing pipe from outside the clothes dryer same as claimed. The 
one or more holes are provided at a bottom portion 52 of the clothes dryer 2 and in front of inlet 
of the mixing pipe 28 (see Fig. 2). Broad claim 7 fails to define what is "front". The air is 
directed to flow through holes 52 into the front of the inlet (at 28, 41). This is clearly shown by 
Fig. 2 of the Holub patent. Third, the applicant argues that references do not teach all 
limitations as set forth in claim 16. The examiner disagrees with the applicant because the Holub 
patent does show each and every claimed element in broad claim 7 except for the shape of the air 
holes. Schenck patent teaches a clothes dryer with long air holes 8a same as claimed. Therefore, 
in view of the combined teachings of the references it would have been obvious for one skilled in 
the art to modify the clothes dryer of Holub to include long air holes as taught by Schenck in 
order to improve the drying efficiency. Fourth, the applicant argues that references do not teach 
all limitations as set forth in claim 17. The examiner disagrees because the patent to Holub 
shows each and every claim element as set forth in broad claim 7 except for the mixing pipe is 
installed on a bottom of the clothes dryer. Fig. 3 of applicant's admitted prior art teaches a 
clothes dryer with a mixing pipe installed on a bottom of the clothes dryer same as claimed. 
Therefore, in view of the combined teachings of the references, it would have been obvious for 
one skilled in the art to install the mixing pipe of Holub on the bottom of the clothes dryer as 
taught by Fig. 3 of applicant's admitted prior art in order to provide a steady support to the 
mixing pipe. Fifth, the applicant argues that there is no teaching to combine the prior art 
references in the 35 USC 103 rejection of claims 1, 2, 5, 7, 8, 15 and 17. The examiner disagrees. 
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The applicant attacked each and every reference separately but failed to recognize the combine 
teachings of the prior art references. In response to applicant's argument that there is no 
suggestion to combine the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be 
established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed 
invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. 
See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 
21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Fig. 3 of applicant's admitted prior art shows a 
clothe dryer same as claimed except for a plurality of air holes in a bottom of a base adjacent a 
front area of an inlet side of a mixing pipe. Campbell teaches a clothes dryer with a bottom 7 of a 
base having air hole or openings 8, 9 along the front and rear for allowing air to flow into the 
cabinet from outside the clothes dryer. Patent to Kee shows a clothe dryer with a bottom 23 of a 
base having a plurality of air holes 27. Therefore, in view of the combined teachings of the 
references, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to provide the bottom of the base 
of the clothes dryer of Fig. 3 of applicant's admitted prior art with a plurality of air holes as 
taught by Kee and to further locate the air holes at the front area of the cabinet as taught by 
Campbell in order to improve the combustion efficiency. Lastly, the applicant argues that the 
references are not combinable under the 35 USC 103 rejection of claims 3, 6 and 16. Fig. 3 of 
applicant's admitted prior art as modified by Campbell and Kee as above includes all that is 
recited in claims 6 and 16 except for the shape of the air holes. Schenck teaches a clothes dryer 
with long air holes 8a same as claimed. Therefore, in view of the combined teachings of the 
references it would have been obvious for one skilled in the art to further modify the clothes 
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dryer of Fig. 3 of applicant's admitted prior art to include long air holes as taught by Schenck in 
order to improve the drying efficiency. 

Conclusion 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jiping Lu whose telephone number is 571 272 4878. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 9:00 AM - 5:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, EHUD GARTENBERG can be reached on 571 272-4828. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Primary Examiner 
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